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Mr. SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, | ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2677,
passed earlier today.

Mr. SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

SITUATION IN BOSNIA

(Mr. DORNAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DORNAN. Mr. Speaker, | spent
the greater part of today up in New
Hampshire. | was in California over the
weekend. Everywhere | go, along with
the budget and Americans telling Re-
publicans, ‘“‘Either get with it or get
out of the way, you will not be re-
elected if you do not keep your prom-
ises,” but right up there, coequal and
even more impassioned, is Bosnia.

I circulated a letter with 70 signa-
tures, | only needed 50, last week. |
have a conference at 9 o’clock in the
morning. | do not think it is the most
propitious time. | kind of have a sus-
picion | am being sandbagged. 1 am
putting all of the Republicans on no-
tice, 235.

One cannot go home this Christmas,
particularly after the first American
steps on a mine, and be truthful and
say you did everything you could to
support our troops by not sending them
in harm’s way.

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DORNAN. | yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida.

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Let me just fol-
low up. There is no excuse for any Re-
publican to say he or she is too busy
tomorrow morning, at 9 a.m. in the
morning, to make a statement on what
is going on in Bosnia, on whether we
send young Americans to die in a con-
flict over Christmas in the snows of
Bosnia in a three-way civil war that
has been going on 500 years. | thank
the gentleman for letting us get in-
volved, and I will certainly be there.

Speaker,

MORE ON BOSNIA

(Mr. SCARBOROUGH asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Speaker, as
I was saying, there is nothing more im-
portant we can be doing tomorrow
morning than make a definitive state-
ment on Bosnia.

Mr. DORNAN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 1 yield to the
gentleman from California.
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Mr. DORNAN. Mr. Speaker, there is
an aspect to this that can be like one
of the best debates in this century, and
that was the debate over Desert Storm
and Desert Shield.

What | would say, we are not going to
yell at anybody that says their vision
of supporting the troops is just a cave-
in to Clinton. We are going to discuss
the Constitution, the powers allocated
to the presidency, Republican, Demo-
crat, or prohibition party. This is not
an imperial presidency that can send
people no matter what the needs to
Tibet, Rwanda, Sudan, Somalia, Haiti,
and back to all the Balkan countries,
without the Congress, both the House
and the Senate, weighing in in the de-
bate.

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Speaker,
reclaiming my time, the question is
not whether we support the troops or
not. Both the gentleman and | will sup-
port the troops, we will salute those
troops, we will go over and visit them,
in fact, over the holidays if they are in
fact sent. But we have a responsibility
to ask very difficult questions before
we commit troops to get involved in a
500-year civil war.

RICH GET RICHER, POOR GET
POORER

(Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks and include ex-
traneous material.)

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, | would like to recommend to
all members an article that appeared in
the Washington Post business section
last week, which | will insert in the
RECORD.

The article reported on a bipartisan
round-table discussion on the rising
gap between rich and poor, and the
shrinking middle class in our country.

This trend is no secret. Ask any
working American. We have been
downsized, laid-off, cut pay, cut jobs to
the point that even the Business sec-
tion reports it.

I was pleased to read that some of
the speakers—notably Jack Kemp—em-
phasized economic growth and eco-
nomic development as the way to nar-
row the income gap in our country, not
just balancing the budget.

Mr. Kemp continues to be one of the
few Republicans willing to address the
issue of income inequality and the poor
condition of our cities instead of treat-
ing them as inconvenient facts that
should be ignored or denied.

Beyond balancing the budget, we
need to emphasize education and train-
ing for our children and make the nec-
essary public investments to help cre-
ate economic growth.

It is a shame that programs such as
the School-to-Work program—which
connects high school students to the
world of work—could be eliminated by
this Congress.

I invite those from the other side of
the aisle who believe that the income
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gap is a real problem to speak up—as
Jack Kemp has—and give this issue the
attention it deserves.
[From the Washington Post, Dec. 7, 1995]
INCOME GAP Is ISSUE No. 1, DEBATERS AGREE
(By Steven Pearlstein)

The growing income gap between the rich
and the poor has become the central issue in
American politics, and the party that figures
out what to do about it—or that makes the
right noises about it—will dominate Amer-
ican politics.

That was the message from the left and the
right, Democrat and Republican, politician
and pollster, economist and financier at a
forum on inequality held yesterday on Cap-
itol Hill.

“The main cause of America’s anxiety is
the growing gap between the haves, the
have-nots and those in the middle who feel
they are on a treadmill in which they have
to run faster and faster merely to say in
place,” said Rep. Charles E. Schumer (D-
N.Y.), who organized the event with retiring
Sen. Bill Bradley (D-N.J.).

Stanley Greenberg, who conducts polls for
the White House and the Democratic Na-
tional Committee, told the gathering that
nearly all recent elections have been decided
by ‘‘downscale’” voters who swing between
Republicans, Democrats and independents
such as Ross Perot in a desperate search for
an answer to their declining economic for-
tunes.

“There is no more central subject in poli-
tics today,” Greenberg declared, ‘“‘and no
party will be successful without addressing
it successfully.”

Kevin Phillips, a free-ranging Republican
theorist and author of ““The Politics of Rich
and Poor,” said the reluctance of Repub-
licans to face up to the inequality issue was
now costing them the support of one-third of
their natural base of voters.

Rather than signaling the rise of a new Re-
publican era, Phillips predicted, last year’s
Republican takeover of Congress will go
down as the last gasp of a Republican era
that began with the election of Richard
Nixon in 1968, but has now been taken over
by a coalition of right-wing ideologues and
Wall Street interests. He noted that two ear-
lier Republican eras, the Gilded Age of the
1880s and 1890s and the Roaring Twenties,
ended when progressives were able to ride
into office on the inequality issue.

Treasury Secretary Robert E. Rubin
opened the session by declaring that rising
inequality has so torn the social fabric that
fixing it amounts to not only a moral or po-
litical imperative, but also an economic one.

If no solution is found, Rubin said, angry
voters will soon turn to radical measures
such as restoring trade barriers or re-regu-
lating entire industries—moves that he pre-
dicts would slow economic growth and ulti-
mately be self-defeating.

And former representative Jack F. Kemp,
who now heads a Republican tax reform com-
mission, warned that the plight of the urban
poor had become morally ‘‘unconscionable”
and politically unacceptable. For that rea-
son, Kemp said Republicans should make
boosting economic growth rates, not bal-
ancing the budget, their top political prior-
ity.

Nobody at yesterday’s session took issue
with a raft of recent reports showing that
the household incomes of those in the bot-
tom 40 percent of the economy have slipped
over the last 20 years, when adjusted for in-
flation, while all the income growth has been
concentrated in the households in the top 20
percent.

But there was a spirited and, in the end,
unresolved debate over what to do about it.
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